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Melnbers of the COlnmission: ( NPU..M - PR Docket 92-235)

I am a member of the AcadenlY of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control Inodel
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, hy the FCC for radio
control aircraft lise. If NPRM - I)I{ Docl{et 92-235 is
hllplemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5nlhz fronl the radio t~()ntrol fre(luencies will
render them useless. That ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incoillpatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as nlut~h as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. rrhere is no receiver technology that perillits
such narrow hand use.

We believe sOlne of the radio spectruill HUlst he reserved
for the hobby user as sonle land in cities IUUSt be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tanIper with that portioll of the 72 111hz in which
we now operate. l'hank you. ~.OiCopiesrec'd .~
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RE: NPRM - PR Docket 92-235, Frequency Restructuring

Dear FCC,

I wish to express my opposition to proposed massive restructuring of the radio frequency
spectrum proposed by the FCC in this docket. I represent just one of thousands ofRadio
controlled model enthusiasts in my area and am active in two clubs here in Raleigh. I personally
own over $1500 worth ofequipment that would be rendered useless by this proposition. I am
also fearful that if passed as is, this could destroy the RIC hobby and the industry by rendering the
entire band unusable for radio control. I am also concerned about the possibility ofairplanes and
helicopters losing control and hurting or killing someone.

My specific objections are as follows:

We just changed all ofour radios and frequencies last year! We paid to have the tolerances of
our equipment tightened to their limit. We can't do it again. The tolerances are already 3 one
hundred thousandths ofa percent of the 72mhz frequency!

Financially, the economic impact to each hobbyist, hobby stores, and the RIC industry would
be devastating. Our individual investments will be rendered worthless, and ifwe try to fly, we
risk crashing and losing even more. Lost model sales would hurt a several billion dollar
industry which also supports commercial photography and science who use the models to do
aerial work less expensively than hiring a plane and pilot.

The proposal would allow transmitters almost four times more powerful than ours, with no
proper separation or tolerance between frequencies, to operate MOBILE! This would create
total unpredictability as to when and where interference would strike. This will also hurt the
people who would use these proposed new frequencies. We would be stepping all over each
other.

Interference on communications bands is very annoying, but interference on a frequency that
is controlling a device remotely will cause the destruction of that device, and possibly damage
property and/or hurt someone.

Public safety will be compromised. These models are between 5 and 50 pounds and operate
at speeds in excess of 75mph. They have spinning blades that can do serious damage. Usually

i'«>. or Copiesrec'd~
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operated in parks, schoolyards and other public places, this interference will cause the models
to crash, possibly into houses, schools, and groups of bystanders. The liability issues are
staggering.

Ifyou cannot prevent this proposal from destroying the band, then I would like to offer this
compromise:

Allow only one frequency in between some of the existing frequencies instead of two in order
to increase the separation.

Disallow mobile use of these frequencies.

Reduce the power of these devices to the same level as the existing transmitters.

Force very stringent frequency tolerances to make sure that the new transmitters cannot bleed
over into our frequencies. Allow them to be offfrequency by no more than 1KHZ.

Thank you for your understanding in this matter. I appreciate your representation on all of the
issues on behalf of all ofus; the folks back home!

Sincerely,

~
Fred Decker
121 Adventure Trail
Cary, NC 27513
(919)881-9497 W
(919)481-2238 H
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HELPl Radio control hobbyists' go on the endangered species list

This could happen if FCC PR Docket 92-235 is passed on
February 26, 1993. This regulation will render 31 of our current
50 frequencies for model aircraft operation unusable by allowing
mobile communications to operate too closely to our frequencies.

Radio control modeling is more than just a hobby to most
of us. Many hours of relaxation and enjoyment are derived by
building and flying our models. The Academy of Model Aeronautics,
Sport Flyer's Association, and local clubs are very active in
local schools and youth organizations helping young people learn
about aeronautics. Do your children own or enjoy the small
inexpensive radio controlled cars and trucks that are sold in toy
stores? They will also be affected by this regulation

I am a member of the Skystreakers RIC club of New
Gloucester,ME . Our club field is less than 1/2 mile from the
Maine turnpike and will be seriously affected by mobile
communication signals on or near our frequencies. This could be a
serious safety hazard. Operation of model aircraft at our field
is done so with safety being the top priority. Can you imagine
the damage that can occur if an aircraft weighing up to 40 lbs
traveling at speeds up to 150 mph crashes into a person or
property? We all carry insurance with coverage up to $1,000,000
for this reason.

PR docket 92-235 will create a serious safety hazard at
our field by bunching everyone into too few available
frequencies. We need all of our current frequencies to insure
safe operation of our models.

In 1991 we, the RIC community, were required to update or
purchase new radio equipment due to the conversion to narrow band
equipment in order to double our available frequencies to the
current 50 WITHOUT expanding our frequency band.

Two years later we are going to lose 2/3 of them and
render recently purchased radio equipment obsolete?? This sounds
like another attempt to satisfy the big guys at the expense of
the little guys.

~. oj Copiesrec'd~
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I would suggest that the FCC and the mobile communication
industry rethink their proposal in PR 92-235 and work with the
RIC industry to devise an alternate proposal that will be
satisfactory to all.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime
as well as the livelihood of those involved in the manufacture
and sale of RIC products by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposal in PR Docket 92-235.

Sincerely, _

4f~
Gary Thibodeau
RFD 1 Box 430
Mechanic Falls ME 04256
AMA # 426427
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FCC MAIL ROOM
Federal Communications Commission
1919 m street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control Inodel
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the radio control frequencies will
render them useless. That ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe some of the radio spectrum must be reserved
for the hobby user as sonle land in cities Inust be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tanlper with that portion of the 72 111hz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

Sincerely, AMA number # OLf37
No. of Copies rec'd-lt__
UstA Be 0 E



DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL RECEIVED
January 12, J993 JAN 2 , '9911

FEDERN. C(}JMUttiCATI(JJSCOJlrflSSlON
rnra:(fTHE SfCRETAAY

Federal Communications Conlnlission
1919 m street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RECEIVED

JAN 19 1993

FCC MAIL ROOM

Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control model
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5lnhz from the radio control fre()uencies will
render them useless. That ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe some of the radio spectrum must be reserved
for the hobby user as sonle land in cities must be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 Dlhz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

Sincerely, AMA number

M>. of Copies rec'd--.tl:-4-54- ~09 _UstA_BC_DE _
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Melnbers of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

I aiD a member of the Acadelny of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control model
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the radio control frequencies will
render them useless. rrhat ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe some of the radio spectrum must he reserved
for the hobby user as sonle land in cities must be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 nlhz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

Sincerely, AMA nunlhereYr .23379<-/ ~.OiCop~sr9C~~
UstABCDE
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Dave Hamblin
4567 Eldywood Lane
Batavia, Ohio 45103
(513) 752-9088

RECEIVED
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FEDERAl. WtlMUti:CATIOOS CC»tlMlSSlON
OFFICE (JTHE SECRETMY

1 am writing you this letter to express my opposition to a proposed FCC rule change slated to take effect February
26, 1.993 (NPRM - PR Docket 92-235) concerning additionalfrequenciesfor mobile pagers, due to the negative
effects this change can have.

The rule would permit mobile pager companies to have access to frequencies on the 72 & 75 Mhz bands in between
frequencies currently assigned for the recreational use ofRadio Controlled aircraft (henceforth RC planes).

As you may surmise, my hobby is RC airplanes. 1build andfly them as do many others. While it is a safe hobby,
each plane has a considerable monetary value invested in it, and ifthe radio transmission is scrambled they do have
the capability to do property and bodily harm. As the pagers broadcast on a much higher power rating, they could
(ifnot exactly on frequency), jam our plane control signals. The investment per plane can runfrom $300.00 to
$1,200 and up. 1have not seen any data presented by the pager interest that shows they have examined this issue.
At present, we modelers have no way of knowing where their transmitters are, or on what frequencies they are
broadcasting on.

While our hobby is a "recreation ", and the pager interest is a "business", the impact this rule "could' have on the
modelers and industries supporting us is not insignificant, nor should it be overlooked. At the very least, this change
should be postponed until a clear understanding ofthe impact in this area is obtained. Ifa definite decision is to
be made, it should be "no", again because the potential impact is not clear.

You help in this matter would be greatly appreciated!

Sincerely, O~!J \f~'
David L. Hamblin

~. of Copies rec'd 17
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 m street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control model
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the radio control frequencies will
render them useless. 'fhat ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe SOIDe of the radio spectrum must be reserved
for the hobby user as some land in cities must be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 111hz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

Sincerely,

-d;&~~L&

AMA number
S-¥¥u~ ~. of Copiesrec'd~
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 m street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control model
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the radio (~ontrol frequencies will
render them useless. rrhat ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as 111uch as SO pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that perluits
such narrow band use.

We believe some of the radio spectrum must be reserved
for the hobby user as some land in cities Inust be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 Inhz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

AMA number
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 m street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

I aID a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control model
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the radio control frequencies will
render them useless. That ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe sOlne of the radio spectrum DlUSt he reserved
for the hobby user as SOllIe land ill cities Inust be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 luhz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

-R~J.~~
Sincerely, AMA number

No. of Copies rec'd--l:t-


